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On February ly, 1 . 973 , plaint iff filed thin, unit under the 

* 

FiijihIuiu of iulururutiun Act, us amend ml, 3 U.li.C. 532 , Booking 
disclosure of the upuetrugraphic analyses and other tests made ‘ 
by the F.jj.i. J.'ot; tlio Warren Cummins Ion lu connection with the- 
in veil ligation into the uuuuualnution of President John EV Kennedy, 
mj well at) «uy tests wade by The Atomic Energy Commission in 
connection with said luveti Ligation , 

On March l/i, 1 . 97 !) , plaintiff and his attorney uiet with 
repruaeutiiiJ.vcij of the F.JJ.I. for the purpose of opeclfically 
identifying the scope of plaintiff 'o request, defendants attach 

••• E’J-ainti if attorney was advised by correopundenco prior 

UU |‘fi this action that the Atomic Energy Commission (now 
Keccarcli and lic vcioimient Administration) provided technical 



boon given mul to thereby resolve thu matter .amicably. 

x. k 

. gubsequunt to thu calendar cully* counsellor defendants 

j ,f ■ i 

\mn served wJLHi J.uL JII!JJ * « motion to strike thu Kilty affidavit 

on grounds , Intel: all.n , uf bud faith, and other discovery-related 
motions calculated to probes behind defendants' assertions of • 

* t - . 

good faith compliance with plaintiff's Freedom of Information Act 
request, rlulutlff alleges in hiu mutlon Lo strike and attached 

* t 

affidavit that the Kilty affidavit in deliberately deceptive, 
nut bused upon purooual knowledge, and should have been made by 
ypeciul Agent Robert A, Frazier who plaintiff believes ie still an 
active agent with the F.II.I. bhborafcory. defendants respectfully 

* i 

inform counsel and the Court, however, that Special Agent Robert 

* 

A. Frazier retired' from the F.ii.I. on April 11, 1973 after 
thlrty-Uirea years, ten mouths and three days service, aud that 

t 

supervisory gpuclai Agent Kilty is the must knowledgeable active 

service {{pedal Agent to give tills testimony on behalf of the 

F.ii.I. ’ ’ 

■ * 

In the motion to strike (pp. 2-3), plaintiff also alleges the 

existence of certain documents which he claims havu not been 

provided by the F.ii.I, In a sense, plaintiff could make ouch 

. claims ml infinitum iiiuce he is perhaps more familiar with events 

surrounding thu investigation uf Fresldcut Kennedy's assassination 

than intyutiu now employed by the F.ii.I. However, in a final 

c ■ "* 

attempt to comply in good faith with plaintiff's request, a still 
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